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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The study evaluated adaptation of two rice varieties under salinity stress. This is an important topic which will benefit researchers and policy makers in decision making about selections of which variety to grow especially in environments where salt stress is prevalent. I commend the authors for their efforts. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is wordy with redundant pieces, I suggest “Morphological, Biochemical, and Genotypical Contrasts between Salt-Tolerant and Salt-Sensitive Rice Genotypes under Salinity Stress”
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is not okay. The presentation is not the best. I find fault with the subdivision into sections. The first initial sentences should give background for why the research is needed before the statement of objectives.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are several issues with the methodology. The treatments were not spelt out. Details about what, and how of what was done are generally lacking. It was not clear if the experiment was replicated? It was not clear what the experimental design was? It was not clear how a 2-WAY ANOVA was employed to compare between the test and the control varieties? With no replications? So many questions. 
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	The author (s) appear(s) to not have read any published article before including the ones they cited. It is glaring the numerous evidence of copy and paste, and inconsistencies in intext citations. E.g. “.(Chowdhury et al., 2016)”; by Bates et al (Bates et al., 1973) Accordingly and many more littered across the length and breadth of the manuscript.  No full stops. 
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